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Remarks/Arguments! 

Clarms 1-19 are pending in the above-identified application* Claim 2 is canceled. Claim 
1 is amended to include limitations from claims 2 and to add the limitation that the channel 
matrix includes entries for both available and unavailable channels; claim 11 is amended to 
include limitations from claims 12. Claim 12 is amended to be consistent with claim 11. Claims 
16 and 17 are amended to include limitations similar to the limitations In amended claims 1 and 
11. Basis for these amendments may be found in claims 2 and 12 and In the specification at 
page 8, lines 13-27, 

Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11-14 and 16-19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious in view of Agasse, Oosterhout et af. and Matthews, HI, This ground for rejection is 
overcome by the amendments to claims l, 11, 16 and 17. The amendment to claim x adds the 
elements of claim 2 are requires that the channel matrix include entries for both available and 
unavailable channels. In particular, neither Agasse, Oosterhout etal., Matthews, III nor their 
combination disclose or suggest an n x m channel matrix where the channel group selector 
displays a channel indicator of a base channel in the current group of channels or a channel 
matrix which includes entries for both available and unavailable channels. With these 
amendments, claim 1 Is no longer subject to rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) in view of 
Agasse, Oosterhout et al. and Matthews, IIL 

Agasse concerns a navigation system for a multi channel digital television system. The 
invention described in Agasse includes a n x m channel matrix (or grille) and a display bar 84 
displaying the title of the program currently being shown. (Figure 8B and page 21, lines 7-9). 
The Grille of the Agasse application does not include entries for both available and unavaitable 
channels (for example, unavailable channels 6 and 8 in Fig. 8A) nor does it include a channel 
group selector that switches the grille among multiple groups of channels or a channel indicator 
of a base channel of a current group of channels. 

Oosterhout et aK concerns a method of navigating through television programs. 
Oosterhout et al. disclose displaying a mosaic of sub-images on a display screen. As shown in 
Figs, 2, 4, 5, 6 and 7, all entries in the matrix include sub images and, thus, represent available 
channels. Oosterhout et al. do not disclose or suggest displaying a matrix that includes entries 
for both available and unavailable channels. 
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Matthews, III concerns a program identification system provided to inform a user of an 
interactive viewing system of tlie identity of a program being viewed, i^latthews, IH does not 
include a channel matrix of any kind. Thus, it does not disclose or suggest an n x m channel 
matrix where the channel group selector displays a channel indicator of a base channel in the 
current group of channels or a channel matrix which includes entries for both available and 
unavailable channels. 

Claims 11, 16 and 17 include similar amendments and, thus, are not subject to rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) In view of Agasse, Oosterhout et al. and (Matthews, IH et aL Claims 
3-4, 6-9, 18 and 19 depend from claim i, claims 12-14 depends from claim ii. Accordingly, 
these claims are not subject to rejection under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) in view of Agasse, 
Oosterhout et al. and Matthews, III for at least the same reasons as their base claims. 

Claim 5 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious in view of Agasse, 
Oosterhout et a!., Matthews, III and Schein et al. The ground for rejection is overcome by the 
amendment to claim 1 described above. 

The Schein et al. application concerns a method and apparatus for searching a guide 
using program characteristics. Schein et al. do not disclose or suggest displaying an n x m 
channel matrix and, so, can not disclose or suggest the material that is missing from Agasse, 
Oosterhout et aL and Matthews, III- 

In particular, neither Agasse, Oosterhout et al., Matthews, III, Schein et al. nor their 
combination disclose or suggest an n x m channel matrix where the channel group selector 
displays a channel indicator of a base channel in the current group of channels or a channel 
matrix which includes entries for both available and unavailable channels. Claim 5 depends 
from claim 1. Because neither Agasse, Oosterhout et al., Matthews, III, Schein et al. nor their 
combination disclose or suggest the features of claim 1, claim 5 is not subject to rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious in view of Agasse, Oosterhout et al., Matthews, III and 
Schein et al. for at least the same reasons as claim 1. 

Claim 10 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious in view of Agasse, 
Oosterhout et al,, Matthews, III and Handelman. 
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The Handelman application concerns a voice activated communications system and 
program guide. Handeiman does not disclose or suggest displaying a channel matrix a plurality 
of program Indicators and, so, can not disclose or suggest the material that Is missing from 
Agasse, Oosterhout et at. and Matthews, IIL 

In particular, neither Agasse, Oosterhout et al., Matthews, III, Handeiman nor their 
combination disclose or suggest an n x m channel matrix where the channel group selector 
displays a channel indicator of a base channel in the current group of channels or a channel 
matrix which includes entries for both available and unavailable channels. Claim 10 depends 
from claim 1. Because neither Agasse, Oosterhout et al., Matthews, III, Handeiman nor their 
combination disclose or suggest the limitation of claim 1, claim 10 is not subject to rejection 
under 35 U.S.C» 103(a) as being obvious in view of Agasse, Oosterhout et al., Matthews, III and 
Handeiman for at least the same reasons as claim 1. 

Claim 15 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious in view of Agasse, 
Oosterhout et aL, Matthews, III and Legall et al. The ground for rejection is overcome by the 
amendment to claim 11 described above, 

The Legall et al. application concerns an integrated search of an electronic program 
guide, intemet and other information resources, Legall et al. do not disclose or suggest 
displaying a channel matrix Including a plurality of program indicators and, so, can not disclose 
or suggest the material that is missing from Agasse, Oosterhout et aL and Matthews, IIL 

In particular, neither Agasse, Oosterhout et aL, Matthews, III, Legall et al. nor their 
combination disclose or suggest an n x m channel matrix where the channel group selector 
displays a channel indicator of a base channel in the current group of channels or a channel 
matrix which includes entries for both available and unavailable channels. Claim 15 depends 
from claim 11. Because neither Agasse, Oosterhout et aL, Matthews, III, Legall et aL nor their 
combination disclose or suggest the limitation of claim 11, claim 15 is not subject to rejection 
under 35 U.SX. 103(a) as being obvious in view of Agasse, Oosterhout et aL, Matthews, III and 
Legall et al. for at least the same reasons as claim 11, 
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In view of the foregoing amendmehts and remarks. Applicants request that the Examiner 
reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 1-19. 



KNN/tmb 



Dated: September 30, 2004 



P.O. Box 980 

Valley Forge, PA 19482 

(610) 407-0700 



The Commissioner for Patents is hereby I hereby certify that tfiis correspondence Is being filed with 

authorized to charge payment to Depostt the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office via Facsimile 
Account No. 18-0350 of any fees associated Transmission to Facsimile No, 1-703-872-9306 addressed 
wrth this communication. to: Mail Stop AF. Commissioner for Patents, P.O- Box 

1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on: 

September 30, 2004 



Respectfully submitted, 




Kenneth N, Nigon, Reg. No. 31,549 
Attomey(s) for Applicant(s) 
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